ARE PROTESTANTS RIGHT 
IN REFUSING TO CONFESS 
THEIR SINS TO A PRIEST? 


AUGUST 





NEW YORK CITY 


An Incorporated Religious and 
Missionary Society 


(Established 1879.) 


During the forty years of 
work at Christ’s Mission 167 
priests have been influenced 
by our work and brought 
into Evangelical relations. 


The work that has been 
accomplished demonstrates 
the need of its existence, and 
offers a guaranty of its con- 
tinued influence in the years 
to come. 


It is given to few to 
engage in this type of Chris- 
tian service, but all who 
regard wealth as a trust 
from the Lord may share in 
the blessed privilege of sup- 
porting the work. Christ’s 
Mission is maintained en- 
tirely by voluntary contri- 
butions. 

Donations should be made 


payable to “Christ’s Mission, 
Incorporated.” 


All communications should 
be addressed to The Director 
of Christ’s Mission, 

331 West 57th Street, 

New York, N. Y., U.S. A. 














VOL. 





XXXVII AUGUST, 1920 No. 


THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC 


Consolidating the Canadian Liberator’ 



















An International Magazine 


Published Monthly by Christ’s Mission, 
331 W. 57th St., New York, N. Y. 





Devoted to the Instruction of Roman Catholics Regarding the Evangelical 
Faith, the Enlightenment of Protestants as to the Aims of the 
Roman Hierarchy, and the Spiritual Well-being of All. 


(Founded 1883) 


By the late James A. O’Connor, D.D. (Sometime Priest of the Church 
of Rome) 


PATRICK MORGAN (Formerly of the Capuchin Friars) 
Editor 


BOARD OF TRUSTEES: 


Rev. James Parker, Ph.D., President 

Rev. David James Burrell, D. D., LL.D., Secretary 
Henry Stewart, Esq., Treasurer 

Rev. John Roach Straton, D.D. 

Rev. Oscar M. Voorhees, D.D. 

Russell Valentine, Esq. 

David Greer, Esq. 





MANUSCRIPTS: The Editor invites travelers, missionaries and others to 
send in articles and photographs of a nature suited to the spirit of “The Con- 
verted Catholic,” especially short descriptive articles and portraits of recently 
converted Roman Catholic priests and laymen. Manuscripts should be type- 
written, and should be accompanied by return postage. Although every care is 
exercised to protect manuscripts and photographs, we cannot be responsible for 
those lost in the mails; it is wise to keep a copy of all material submitted. 


SUBSCRIPTION TERMS: By subscription in the United States and Canada, 
$1. a year. To Great Britain and Australia, Five Shillings. 


REMITTANCES: All remittances should be made by Registered Letter, 
International Postal Money Order, or Express Order, and not by check or draft, 


because of the charges against the latter. Make subscription payable to “The 
Converted Catholic.” 


EXPIBATIONS: The date of the address label pasted on the wrapper of 
your copy of the magazine indicates the month and the year of expiration. After 
you renew jour subscription the date is changed; this forms your receipt. If 
the date remains unchanged notify us at once. 


















CHANGE OF ADDRESS: When a change of address is ordered, both the old 
and new adéress should be given. 


AGENTS: Do not subscribe to “The Converted Catholic” through agents 
unknown to you personally, or you may find yourself defrauded. 


CORRESPONDENCE: All communications in connection with “The Con- 
verted Catholic” should be addressed to The Director of Christ’s Mission, 331 
West 57th Street, New York, N. Y., U. S. A. 













Entered as Second-class Matter, January 22, 1916, at the Post Office at New 
York, N. Y¥., under the Act of March 3, 1879. 


Acceptance for mailing at special rate of postage provided for in Section 
1103, Act of October 3, 1917, authorized August 20, 1918. 





THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC 


THE FULLNESS OF CHRIST 


In Christ and His abasement 
And varied pains, I see 
Enough for me while living, 
At death, enough for me; 
For through His Cross I triumph, 
I glory in His shame, 
And find surpassing riches 
In His beloved name. 


Those held in sin’s dark bondage 
He came to set at large, 
And with His blood He purchased 
Their just and free discharge; 
There is no condemnation 
To all the blood-freed throng; 
The blood’s redeeming virtue 
Will be their endless song. 


He pardons sins, though counting 
Like drops of morning dew; 

His love no mind can measure— 
Its life is ever new. 

He craves for room to pity, 
And mercy to impart, 

For boundless stores of mercy 
Are treasured in His heart- 


In praises after praises 
Eternity I'll spend, 
If I, a fainting pilgrim, 
Shall see my journey’s end, 
All storms gone by forever, 
My sins all washed away, 
Of spotless white my garments, 
My light, the perfect day. 
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“When thou art converted strengthen thy brethren.’ —Luke 22: 4B . 
Vol. XXXVII. AUGUST, 1920. No. 6. 


EDITORIAL. 


The apostles Paul and James have frequently been accused 
of contradicting each other, and men have been called Pauline 
or Jacobite, as holding to antagonistic views of justification ; 
the one party declaring that we are justified by faith only, and 
the other that we are justified by faith and works. Romanism 
makes much of the words of James, as sustaining their sys- 
tem of meritorious works, 

The teachings of the two apostles are in no way antagonis- 
tic. What does Paul teach? The context in the third chap- 
ter of the Epistle to the Romans clearly points out that all 
men are sinners, and hence cannot be justified before God 
by anything they can do. Their sin condemns them. Con- 
demned sinners cannot justify themselves by good works. 
Further, a wicked heart can do no good deed. What then? 
Only God’s grace can save. But that grace must be accepted. 
That acceptance is faith. Faith, accepting God’s grace, is 
that which saves the sinner. The Jews thought that their 
strict performance of the letter of the law of Moses saved 
them, and so lost sight of faith, the Scriptural principle which 
appropriated God’s grace; Paul, contending against this error, 
shows that faith alone saves. Faith puts a sinner into the 
position where he is justified freely by God’s grace, and no 
deeds of the law have any causative power in the matter- 
The man is justified, viewed as just by God, by faith without 
the deeds of the law. Not that he disregards the deeds of the 
law, but that his justification does not reside in them, but in 
something else apart from them, that is, in faith. 

Now, what does James mean when he says that by works 
a man is justified, and not by faith only? Here again the con- 
text tells us, James is showing up a false faith. A man says 
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he has faith. Can such faith save him? Can faith, that is, 
such as the man talks about, save the man? No; the faitu 
of the man in question is no faith at all. It is dead, while 
real faith is living. The faith of the man in question is a 
mere intellectual apprehension, such as devils have, but that 
is not the faith which saves and justifies. Faith, if living, and 
not dead, has works as its activity, its expression: Faith, being 
a spifitual principle, appropriating the divine grace in Christ, 
receives the active Spirit of Christ and so operates; and this 
operation of the Spirit proves it a true faith. 

With this view of faith one would say to a man trusting in 
his good works: “You can be saved by faith only, without, 
or apart, from works;” while to another man, trusting in his 
speculative belief and calling that falsely “faith,” one would 
say, “You cannot be saved by faith only, but you must have 
works, too.” In the one, the works are human works, full of 
sin; to the other, the works are the works which God’s Spirit 
operates in the renewed soul. Paul speaks in the one case, 
and James in the other. There is nothing discordant between 
them. Man is justified by faith only. Man is justified by 
faith’s works as faith’s effluence. 

The two are one. James never in this discussion uses the 
phrase “deeds of the law,” or “works of the law,” but simply 
“deeds” or “works.” Paul uses the former phrase. There is 
an importance in this difference. Paul refers to a special form 
of work, a mechanical performance of duty, while James 
refers to the activity of the wrong principle of faith. 


HAVE WE THE WHOLE BIBLE? 


Protestants do not merely consider those books to be 
apocryphal and of human composition which have invariably 
been regarded as such by the Romanists, namely, the Prayer 
of Manasseh, the third and fourth Books of Exodus and the 
15lst Psalm; but also the Books of Tobit, Judith, the addi- 
tions to the Book of Esther, Wisdom, Ecclesiastics, Baruch 
the Prophet, with the Epistle of Jeremiah, the Song of the 
Three Children, the Story of Susanna, the Story of Bel and 
the Dragon, and the first and second Books of Maccabees. 
These are rejected because they are utterly destitute of that 
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external and internal authority which alone could warrant 
their admission into the inspired canon. None are extant in 
the Hebrew; all are written in the Greek language, with the 
exception of the fourth Book of Exodus, which is in Latin 
only, and supposed to have been composed by the Alexan- 
drian Jews, subsequent to the departure of the spirit of 
prophecy, although antecedent to the promulgation of the 
Gospel. The Jewish Church never recognized them as canon- 
ical; and, consequently, they were not sanctioned by our 
Saviour, for neither did He nor His disciples allude to these 
apocryphal books in any of their exhortations to the multitudes 
whom they so frequently addressed. 
It is also well known that these books are not to be found 
in the catalog of inspired writings made by Melito, Bishop 
of Sardis, who lived in the second century; or in those of 
Origen, in the third century; of Athanasius, Hilary, Cyril of 
Jerusalem, Epiphanius, Gregory Nazianzen, Amphilochus, 
rome, Rufinus and others of the fourth century; nor in the 

‘atalog of canonical books recognized by the Council of 
odicea, held in the same century, whose canons were 
eived by the Catholic Church. 

The Apocryphal books contain many things which are 

ulous and at variance with those Scriptures which are 

ognized as canonical, and also others which are false, 
| surd and incredible, and several which are inconsistent with 
relations of all other profane historians, of which the fol- 
ving instances are mentioned by Mr. Hall in his “Mystical 
richo”: 

“In Tobit 5: 12 the angel tells Tobias that he is Azarias, 

‘ son of Ananias the Great, which he was not. 

“Judith, in her prayer, commends the act of Simeon, on 
account of Dinah (Gen. 24), which the Holy Ghost condemns 

19: 5), and she prays that God would prosper her lies and 
tions (Judith 9: 2, 10, 13). 


“Baruch says (1: 1) that he wrote his book in Babylon; 
hereas it appears from Jeremiah 43: 6, 7 that he never went 


Babylon, but remained with Jeremiah at Jerusalem until 
rried into Egypt. 
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“The story of Bel and the Dragon speaks of Habakkuk, the 
“Prophet in the days of Cyrus;” whereas Habakkuk proph- 
esied before the captivity of Babylon, which was seventy 
years before Cyrus. 

“The first Book of Maccabees states that Antiochus died 
in his bed at Babylon (1 Macc. 6: 8-16); the second (1: 13), 
that he was cut in pieces in the temple at Nanea; and in 9: 26, 
that he died of an internal disease in the mountains ot a 
Strange country. 


“In 2 Macc. 14: 41-46 Razis is commended for killing him- 


self, and Judas for offering sacrifice for the dead who were 
polluted with idolatry (12: 45); whereas the offering was to 
appease the wrath of God on account of the living, lest they 
should be involved in the curse of the wicked, as in the case 
of Achan.” 

We have quoted but a few specimens, yet sufficient to 
convince any reasonable person of the wisdom of the Prot- 
estant body in not depending upon the apocryphal writings 
in regard to any point of doctrine necessary to our immortal 
salvation. 

The author of the Book of Tobit has added to the views 
of God and providence, delineated in the Old Testament, 
tenets of Babylonian or Socinian origin concerning demons 
or angels as intermediate beings between the Deity and man. 
An angel is introduced who deliberately tells a lie to Tobit. 
(Compare chap. 5: 12 with chap. 12: 15.) And afterward we 
are told of a demon having been expelled by fumfgation, 
a thing as absurd and incredible as is the story of water being 
converted into fire, and vice versa (2 Macc. 1: 19-22), or as 
that of the tabernacle and ark walking like a spaniel after 
Jeremiah at the prophet’s command (2: 4). It is further 
stated that the Romans committed their government to one 
man every year, who ruled over all that country, and that all 
were obedient to that one, and that there was neither envy 
nor emulation among them” (1 Macc. 7: 16). Now, this asser- 
tion is contradicted by every Roman historian, not one ex- 
cepted. The Imperial Government was not established until 


(Continued on page 188.) 
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ARE PROTESTANTS RIGHT IN REFUSING TO CON- 
FESS THEIR SINS TO A PRIEST? 


Thus saith the Lord: Cursed be the man that trusteth in man and maketh 
flesh his arm, and whose heart departeth from the Lord,—Jer. 17: 5. 


BY REV. G. R. MACFAUL, M. A., OTTAWA, CANADA. 


The second of a series of lectures delivered at Christ's Mission, 
March 29, 1920. 


If it is true that the priests of the Roman Catholic Church 
have beén given special power from on high to forgive sins 
then it is only right that not only Roman Catholics but Prot- 
estants, and all other persons, should confess their sins to 
them. We are again on the defense, for Rome has pronounced 
her anathemas against us. Here are some of the canons of 
the Council of Trent, in its fourteenth session, A. D. 1557: 
“Canon 3. Whoever shall affirm that the words of the 
Lord our Saviour, ‘Receive ye the Holy Ghost; whose sins 
you shall forgive they are forgiven them, and whose sins you 
shall retain they are retained,’ are not to be understood of the 
power of forgiving and retaining sins in the sacrament of 
penance, as the Catholic Church has always from the very 
first understood them; but shall restrict them to the author- 
ity of preaching the Gospel, in opposition to the institution 
of this sacrament, LET HIM BE ACCURSED. 

“Canon 6. Whoever shall deny that sacramental confes- 
sion was instituted by Divine command, or that it is neces- 
sary to salvation; or shall affirm that the practise of secretly 
confessing to the priest alone, as it has been ever observed 
from the beginning by the Catholic Church, and is still ob- 
served, is foreign to the institution and command of Christ, 
and is a human invention, LET HIM BE ACCURSED. 

“Canon 7. Whoever shall affirm that, in order to attain 
forgiveness of sins in the sacrament of penance, it is not by 


Divine command necessary to confess all and every mortal sia 
which occurs to the memory after due and diligent premedt- 
tation, including secret offenses, etc. LET HIM BE 
ACCURSED. 


“Canon 89. Whoever shall affirm that the confession of 
every sin, according to the custom of the Church, is impos- 
sikle and merely a human trad‘tion, which the pious should 
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reject; or that all Christians, of both sexes, are not bound 
to observe the same once a year, according to the constitu- 
tion of the great Council of Lateran, and therefore that the 
faithful in Christ are to be persuaded not to confess in Lent, 
LET HIM BE ACCURSED. 

“Canon 9. Whoever shall affirm that the priest’s sacra- 
mental absolution is not a judicial act, but only a ministry, 
to pronounce and declare that the sins of the party confess- 
ing are forgiven, so that he believes himself to be absolved, 
even though the priest should not absolve seriously, but in 
jest; or shall affirm that the confession of the penitent is not 
necessary in order to obtain absolution from the priest, LET 
HIM BE ACCURSED. : 

“Canon 10. Whoever shall affirm that priests who are 
living in mortal sin do not possess the power of binding and 
loosing . . . LET HIM BE ACCURSED.” 

In the presence of the great God against whom we have 
all sinned and in whose sight we have all done evil I wish now 
to solemnly undertake the task of pointing out the reason 
why Protestants are right in refusing to confess their sins 
to a priest. 

All religious creeds and systems recognize the fact of 
sin against God and His law. They all recognize the desir- 
ability and necessity of men becoming adjusted toward the 
great God against whom they have sinned. When the laws 
of a State are violated we speak of it as a crime, not as a 
sin. Sin is the transgression of God’s law. Therefore the sin- 
ner must hear from God concerning a way of forgiveness in 
order that he may be saved. Confession is necessary to obtain 
pardon: “He that covereth his sins shall not prosper, but 
whoso confesseth and forsaketh them shall find mercy.” Now, 
in the Lord’s Prayer (Matt. 6 and Luke 11) the Saviour tells 
us to whom to pray in order that we may be forgiven our tres- 
passes. There is no suggestion here of a third person. Scrip- 
ture declares that it is through the atoning sacrifice of Jesus 
Christ that God can grant forgiveness to sinners who have 
broken His laws. “In Jesus we have redemption through | lis 
blood, the forgiveness of sins” (Eph. 1: 7). 


By perverting Scripture, by fostering ignorance and super- 
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stition in the interest of priestly tyranny and ecclesiastical 
cemolument, the Roman Catholic Church has built up, in the 
tace of Heaven, the tower of auricular confession, which i 
iar more injurious to mankind than the Tower of Babel ever 
was and which has produced more confusion among its fol- 
lowers than ever that Babylonial tower produced in the 
igues of its builders. Auricular confession creates a thou- 
id times more sin than it rids the world of; it puts an 
n collar round the necks of its victims and drags them 
jown to destruction. Confession is necessary, says the Ro- 
n Catholic Church, in order to obtain absolution; absolu- 
1) is necessary in order to the communion; the communion 
necessary in order to salvation; and therefore the confes- 
nal must precede salvation and all must pass through it 
he saved. 
What is this auricular confession? It is literally confes- 
on in the ear of a priest in order to obtain judicial absolu- 
1 from all mortal sins committed after baptism. Roman 
heology teaches that baptism cleanses from original sin and 
it Roman priests, by the “power of the keys,” grant judi- 
‘ial pardon, as God, for all mortal sins committed by the 
faithful after baptism. On page 51 of “Le Petit Catéchisme de 
uebec” the question is asked, “What is confession?’ The 
wer is: “Confession is a declaration that one makea of one’s 
ns to a priest, in order to receive pardon or absolution for 
em.” 
The Roman Catholic Church declares that the priest has 
ver to forgive sins. A Roman Catholic leaflet, entitled 
ie Priest,” on pages 21-23, has the following declaration 
| the venerable Cure d’Ars: “What is a priest? A man who 
lds the place of God, a man clothed with all the power of 
L. When the priest forgives our sins he does not 
‘God forgives you.’ He says, ‘I absolve thee.’ 
ou were to confess your sins to the blessed Virgin, or to 
ingel, could they absolve you? . . . A legion of angels, 


were they here with you now, could not absolve you from 

your sins. But the simplest, humblest, priest of the Church 

can do it; he can say to you, ‘Go in peace, I forgive thee.’ ” 
Where is the confession heard? Generally in the church 
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at the confessional box. Confession may be heard in the 
room of a private house, in a sickroom, on a dying bed. It 1s 
always conducted in private, only the priest and the penitent 
being present. 

How often must one confess? When Martin Luther was 
in the bondage of Rome he was accustomed to confess once 
a day, and sometimes more than once a day. Some priests 
to-day confess once a day, or once a week. Sometimes the 
nuns are said to remain two or three hours in the confessional 
two or three times a day. But it is absolutely necessary, in 
order to have any standing in the Roman Catholic Church, 
to confess once a year, while most good Catholics would confess 
at least once a month. 

What must one confess? All one’s mortal sins must be 
confessed. See Canon 7 of Council of Trent, already quoted, 
also any Roman Catholic catechism, as proof that all one’s 
sins must be confessed—the number of sins and the different 
kinds. What follows? The priest’s absolution, his “Absolve- 
te.” When the penitent has made confession the priest uses 
the following language: “The passion of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, the merits of the blessed Mary, always Virgin, and ot 
all the saints, and whatever good you have done, and whatever 
evil you have suffered, be unto you for the remission of sins, 
the increase of grace and the reward of eternal life. Amen.” 

What follows? Why is it that the priest so often stands 
up in the presence of his congregation with that haughty and 
arrogant pride? Why is it that he strides along with that 
lofty air and, when he meets his parishioners, often tosses 
up his head as though he was a demigod and hardly needed 
to tread common earth? It is because he has the secrets of 
all his flock, the personal life of all who have confessed to him. 
Yes, and of many who have not confessed to him, through 
their relatives and servants. 

Is not a priest supposed to keep secret all he hears? Some 
say he cannot remember sins confessed to him. Only his own 
honesty or choice prevents him from revealing all he learns 
through the confessional. Some priests use the knowledge 
obtained through the confessional to silence the opposition 
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of their people; e. g., in a Canadian town some time ago a 
Frenchman disagreed with his priest. The argument became 
quite heated. The priest soon silenced the man by saying, 
“You keep quiet, sir, and mind your businéss; I know you!” 
lhe man dropped his eyes and silently withdrew. 

What Scripture does the Roman Catholic Church quote 
in support of the confessional? Chiefly the following mis- 
interpreted passage of Scripture: John 20: 19-23, especially 
verses 22 and 23: “Receive ye the Holy Ghost: whose soever 
sins ye remit, they are remitted; and whose soever sins ye 
retain, they are retained.” The apostles, Rome says, received 
this power to forgive sins, and the priests are the successors 
of the apostles. Read verses 19 and 20, and compare them 
with Luke 24: 33, and it will at once become evident that this 
power of forgiving sin was not only given to the apostles, 
namely the twelve, but to the disciples—hence to all believers. 

herefore all God’s children have the power to declare sins 
lorgiven or sins retained. As long as the apostles and others 
who were Christ’s disciples exercised their powers according 
to God’s will and God’s way, in establishing His Kingdom 
on earth, their acts would be ratified in Heaven. How did 
the disciples forgive sins? Here is the important question, 
Did they pretend to stand in God’s place, clothed with all the 
power of God, and compel people to kneel before them and 
confess to them their sins in detail, and then did they pre- 
tend to have power to grant absolution? No, never! How 
can we find out how the early Christians forgave sins? By 
reading the New Testament, and especially the Acts of the 
\postles. On reading we find: That all men are born in sin 
and under condemnation. (See such passages as John 1: 18; 
Rom. 3: 22, 23.) That Christ alone can liberate or set free. 
“If the Son therefore shall make you free, ye shall be free 
indeed” (John 8: 36; see also John 3: 16, 18, 36; Acts 4: 
12.) The disciples simply preached Jesus as Saviour, declar- 
ing that those who believed on Him would have their sins 
iorgiven, and those who refused to repent and believe on Him 
would be left bound in their sins. The apostles were sent to 
preach the forgiveness of sins, and not to confess the people. 
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The reading of Luke 24: 45-47; Acts 2: 14-42; Acts 10: 42, 43; 
Acts 13: 38, 39 will make this plain. 

Protestants are right in refusing to confess their sins to 
a priest for the following five good reasons. They should not 
confess to a priest: 

I.—Because They Have Not Sinned Against the Priest. 

Think of how foolish a man would be who would come 
and kneel before you and ask you to forgive him when he had 
never wronged you! Should he not go and confess his sin 
to the person against whom he had transgressed? Think of 
the foolish position your priest puts you in when he obliges 
you to kneel before him and utter the following prayer, called 
“The Confiteor:” “I confess to Almighty God, to blessed 
Mary, ever Virgin, to the blessed Michael the Archangel, to 
blessed John the Baptist, to the holy Apostles Peter and 
Paul, to all the saints, and to you, Father, that I have sinned 
exceedingly,” etc.! 

The first part of this prayer is sound advice. It is right 
to confess one’s sin to Almighty God, because all men have 
sinned against Him. But why should you confess your sins 
to Mary, and Michael, and John the Baptist, and the Apostles 
Peter and Paul, and to all the saints, and to the priest? If you 
have not sinned against all these, why should you confess to 
them? If you have, in any way, injured or wronged your 
priest go and confess to him your fault, and if he is a Christian 
man he will forgive you; but sins you have committed against 
God your Heavenly Father alone can forgive you. 
II.—Because Confession to a Priest is of Human Origin. 

There are some odd people in the world. They accept 
the teachings that have been invented by men hundreds of 
years after the beginning of the Christian Church, but they 
refuse to follow the teachings of Christ and the apostles, as 
found in the New Testament. They obey the commandments 


of men, but disobey the commandments of God. Are you one 
of this class? 


How did auricular confession originate? It is really pagan 
in its origin. Historians tell us that it was enjoined in the 
Elusinian Mysteries, by Zoroaster in Persia, Buddha in India, 
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and was practised by the ancient Babylonians and Egyptians, 
the Mexicans before Cortez, the Peruvians before Pizarro, by 
the Japanese, the Siamese and others. We have also the 
direct testimony that the priests of Bacchus, who was the god 
of wine, listened to auricular confessions. 

It was an outgrowth of several centuries of darkness and 
ignorance. Toward the end of the second century, when a 
member of the Church committed a grave sin he was re- 
quested to confess it before the whole Church, but in 450, 
under Leo I, Bishop of Rome, this public confession became 
private. It was only in 1215, at the Council of Lateran, called 
by order of Pope Innocent III, that auricular, or private, 
confession was declared an article of faith. Therefore con- 
fession to a priest is purely human in its origin and development. 


Il1I—Because the Priest’s Pretended Pardon is Worthless. 


The Roman Catholic Church teaches that if a person is 
dying and far away from any priest he can cry out to God 
ior forgiveness, and God can forgive, although no priest is 
near. If God can forgive a man, say, away in the bush, where 


there is no priest, can He not forgive a man in his own home, 
though He does not send for the priest who is at hand? 
\Vhat God can do for a man in the woods He can do for him 
anywhere. Again, Rome teaches that if a man sincerely re- 
pents of his sins and makes a true confession of them God for- 
gives him, even though the priest may refuse him absolution ; 
and that a man may receive absolution from his priest with- 
ut being forgiven by God, seeing he has not properly con- 
essed and is not truly penitent. What conclusion can we 
come to but that the priest’s pardon is valueless? If God 
pardons when the priest does not pardon, and God does not 
pardon when the priest does, it is surely evident that the 
priest’s pardon is worthless. Frequently a person has gone 
\o one priest, and that priest has refused to pardon him; he 
has then gone to another and obtained absolution. It is 
urely plain that God’s pardon is the only one of value. 


1V.—Because Confession to a Priest is Immoral. 


Is it not absurd, yes, even shameful, for a married woman, 
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or a young lady, to reveal all her sins by thoughts, by desires, 
by words and by actions, into the ears of an unmarried man: 
Many are shocked by the character of the questions put to 
them. A Catholic woman said to a Protestant friend: “| 
would rather take a whipping any day than go to confess.” 
A Roman Catholic man said to me: “I shall never forget 
upon my first confession as a child the painful impression 
made upon my mind by the questions put to me by my priest 
I learned my first lessons concerning evils I had never before 
thought about.” 

Confession to a priest has been frequently disastrous both 
fer priests and their penitents. If any man should print for 
circulation the questions and instructions to priests contained 
in the secret Latin theology of the Roman Catholic Church 
he would be arrested for circulating filthy literature. No 
other class of men would be tolerated in decent society who 
would ask women and girls such shameful questions as are 
asked by priests in the confessional. 

Shame on the priests of Rome! The confessional is a 
system of espionage, a system of slavery. The priest is the 
spy in every home. The black-frocked priest stands between 
the husband and wife and dictates to both how the home shal! 
be governed and the children educated in the interests of 
priestly domination. 

Religion does not consist in such indecent conversations. 
It is not by plunging into dirty water and by stirring it to 
its very depths that you can wash and be clean. The priest 
has no right to search out and discover all the secret sins of 
your life. It is none of his business. God knows your sins; 
go to Him and confess them. The priest should not be allowed 
to interfere in your personal affairs. No man has a right to 
examine your conscience. (See 2 Cor. 13: 5-) The Apostle 
Paul exhorts all Christians to watch their lips. He says: 
“Let no corrupt communications proceed out of your mouth, 


but that which is good to the use of edifying, that it may 
minister grace unto the hearers” (Eph. 4: 29; see also Eph. 
>: 3, 4). 


. 
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V.—Because God Alone Can Forgive Sins. 


There is no evidence in the Bible that Christ conferred 
on Peter, or any other apostle, judicial power to forgive sins. 
(here is no evidence from the Bible or history that Peter 
or any of the Apostles went about hearing auricular confes- 
sions and forgiving sins, or that they appointed any person 
to do it for them. One of the reasons why the Roman Catho- 
lic Church declares that all sins must be confessed is because 
of the ignorance of the clergy, “because they could not know 
what sins to forgive and what sins to retain, it they were not 
eclared unto them.” This is not the worst of it. Roman 
priests are not only ignorant of sins committed, but they have 

power to forgive sins, whether known or otherwise. This 

mfession in the ear of a priest, to obtain judicial pardon, is 
simply a blasphemous assumption, not authorized by the 
Scriptures, nor consistent with reason. The Bible everywhere 
teaches that God alone can forgive sins. 

“Who can forgive sins but God alone?” This is what the 
Scribes and Pharisees said as they accused Jesus of speaking 
hlasphemies, because He said to the man sick of the palsy, 
“Man, thy sins are forgiven thee” (Luke 5: 20). The Phari- 
ces were right; God only can forgive sins. But they over- 
looked the fact that Jesus was God, and therefore had the 
right to forgive this man his sins. 

Confession to God is the only true confession. God never 
gave to any man the power to forgive sins through the con- 

ssional. God never established the priest as a judge over 
ur conscience. Peter forbade Cornelius to kneel down 
before him. (See Acts 10: 26.) Jesus and the apostles never 
practised auricular confession, nor did they ever teach it. The 


iorgiveness of sins can be obtained to-day exactly as it was 


obtained when our Saviour was on earth, by going directly 


t 


God in the name of Jesus. Listen: “And ye know that He 
(Jesus) was manifested to take away sins, and in Him is no 
sin” (1 John 3: 5)- “And the publican, standing afar off, 
would not lift up so much as his eyes unto Heaven, but smote 
upon his breast, saying, “God be merciful to me, a sinner. I 
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tell you this man went down to his house justified. 
( Luke 18: 13, 14.) Like the publican, go straight to God and 
receive His forgiveness. 

The priest cannot answer for your sins. You are account- 
able directly to God. Paul says (Rom. 14: 12): “So, then, 
every one of us shall give account of himself to God.” 

When Simon committed his great sin in trying to buy the 
gift of God with money, Peter did not make him kneel at his 
feet and forgive him, but simply sent him to God for forgive- 
ness. Read Acts 8: 22: “Repent, therefore, of this thy wick- 
edness, and pray God if perhaps the thought of thine heart 
may be forgiven thee. . . .” All true ministers to-day 
follow Peter’s example; they do not pretend to forgive sins 
committed against God, but they send sinners to God for 
pardon. 

If you confess your sins to the Lord, the Saviour, you can 
be sure they are forgiven. Listen: “If we confess our sins 
He (Christ) is faithful and just to forgive us our sins, and 
to cleanse us from all unrighteousness” (1 John 1:9). But 
now that Christ is exalted to the right hand of God does 
He still forgive sins? Yes. Hearken: “Him hath God exalted 
with His right hand to be a Prince and a Saviour, for to 
give repentance to Israel and forgiveness of sins (Acts 5: 31). 

“Let the wicked forsake his ways, and the unrighteous 
man his thoughts; and let him return unto the Lord, and He 
will have mercy upon him; and to our God, for He will abun- 
dantly pardon” (Isa. 55: 6, 7). 

How to Make a Good Confession- 

A question frequently asked by Roman Catholics is, “How 
can I make a good confession?” How can any one Catholic or 
Protestant make a good confession? You must, in the first 
place, see your sins. David said: “My sin is ever before me.” 
To make a good confession you must see your sins so that 
they trouble you and weigh heavily upon you. Then you must 
confess your sins to God, for He knows every thought of your 
heart. Make a full declaration of your sins to Him with sin- 
cere repentance, forsaking your sins, and seek forgiveness in 
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jesus’ name. Christ is the Saviour of all sinners. I am glad 
that there is just one Saviour, just one Priest, just One that 
can forgive sins, that is, God. I like to go to Jesus because 
lie is never tired. I know a good French Canadian in Ottawa, 
Canada, who one day entered a Roman Catholic Church to 
ike his confession. It was late in the afternoon, and observ- 
ing that the priest was at last free he was about to begin his 
mfession, when the priest curtly said: “Why are you com- 
ng to me? Do you not see I am tired? Go to the other 
riest-” The man, taken by surprise and filled with indigna- 
n, said: “It is not my fault; the other priest is busy and 
doubt is tired, too,” and walked out of the church. He has 
ever confessed to a priest since. He learned that God was 
vays ready to hear him and has gone to Him for forgive- 
ness. That priest was tired, he was impatient; but the Lord 
jesus, the only true Priest, is never tired. He is always ten- 
der, always sympathetic. You cannot hide anything from 
llim. You have the assurance that He knows all your sins. 
\nd you know if your confession and your repentance is 
genuine that He forgives, for He has promised and He has 


ever kept His word. Yes! God will put away your sins when 
they are confessed to Him. He says He will remove your sins 
irom you as far as*the East is from the West (Psalm 103: 12). 
He will blot out your sins and will remember them no more 
(Isa. 43: 25). He will tread them under His feet and cast 
them behind His back (Isa. 38: 17). Yes, if we confess our 
sins to Him He is faithful and just to forgive us (1 John 1: 9). 


\\hat more do we need? Does it not seem strange that when 


d our Creator so loved us as to send Jesus to redeem us, 
| when He offers to forgive every repentant siriner, that all 
do not immediately seek His forgiveness? Would not this 
he a happy world for all the Roman Catholic people if their 
priests would rise up and say: “We cannot forgive you, and 
are done with the confessional business forever. We urge 
1 all to go to God for forgiveness through the only true 
‘riest, the Lord Jesus.” This is what the world needs— 
us lifted up as the only Saviour, the perfect Saviour, the 


(Continued on page 189.) 
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JOAN OF ARC—THE “NEW SAINT.” 


FROM AN ADDRESS DELIVERED MAY 16, 1920, AT CHRIST'S MISSION 
BY REV. OSCAR M. VOORHEES, D.D. 


Dr. Voorhees began his address by reading from the paper 
of the previous day an article, dated Rome, May 13, on the 
canonization of two saints, as follows: 

“Solemn ceremonies for the canonization of Gabriel 
Possenti and Marie Alacoque were held in St. Peter’s to- 
day. Pope Benedict was carried in the chair of state to 
the cathedral, being surrounded by a gorgeous retinue of 
ecclesiastics, officials of the civil and military courts of 
the Vatican, members of the Sacred College, arch- 
bishops, bishops, Roman nobility and general officers of 
religious orders. Swiss Guards preceded the procession 
as it went from the Vatican to the scene of the cere- 
monies. 

“When the procession entered the cathedral the choir 
sang ‘Ave Maria Stella.” The basilica was crowded with 
5,000 invited guests. Throngs of French pilgrims 
greeted the Pontiff with loud cheers, waving handker- 
chiefs and holding up religious objects for the apostolic 
blessing, which the Pope benevolently imparted with 
his upraised hand. 

“Pope Benedict was seated on a throne erected in the 
apse behind the high altar and preceded the cannoniza- 
tion ceremonies by intoning a hymn, After he had pro- 
nounced the formula for canonization and inscribed the 
names of the new saints in the sacred roll the Pontiff 
intoned a Te Deum while the bells announced the happy 
event. 

“Later Pope Benedict celebrated mass, and then, with 
the same gorgeous procession, returned to his apartments 
in the Vatican. Cardinal O’Connell, of Boston, was 
present for the first time as a cardinal at a ceremony for 
canonization. He received many greetings from his col- 
leagues, who expressed satisfaction they had with them 
a representative from America.” 


He stated that on this day a similar ceremony was being 
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held in St. Peter’s for the canonization of Jeanne d’Arc, or 
Joan of Arc, as she is usually called in this country. At the 
same time a gorgeous pageant was being enacted on the cam- 
pus of Fordham University, in this city, before Archbishop 
Hayes and many Catholic dignitaries, in which, by a series 
of episodes, the scenes in the life of Joan were being repro- 
duced, many thousands of children from the parochial schools 
of the city taking part. 

The speaker then asked: “Who was Joan of Arc, and 
what are Protestants to think of her canonization and the 
whole Roman Catholic scheme of saint making that seems 
to be working overtime at the Vatican these days?’ He 
continued: “Jeanne d’Are was born in Domremi, on the 
borders of Alsace in France, January 6, 1411, a little over 
six hundred years ago. She was brought up in the teachings 
of the Church of the day, and early showed an unusually 
devout spirit. When but a maid she dreamed she heard 
voices calling her to devotion and telling her that she was 
chosen of God to an unusual service for her country. 

Her life falls naturally into three periods—the first, the 
years of girlhood, until she went forth to deliver her coun- 
try; the second, the period during which she encouraged the 
king, led the army to the relief of Orleans, and ending with 
the crowning of the dauphin as Charles VII at Rheims on 
July 16th of the year 1429. These events occurred when she 
was but seventeen years of age. The third period, of a little 
less than two years, ended with her being burned at the stake 
as a heretic in the market-place at Rouen on May 30, 1431, 
when she was but twenty years and five months of age. Thus 
ended a career that has woven itself inextricably into the 
history of France. Her patriotism was inspired by a deep 
religious zeal, and led her to so work for the deliverance of 
her country that she became, in effect, the real maker of the 
l‘rance of the pre-revolutionary period. 


“The condition of France at the time of her military activ- 
ity was peculiarly distressing. The son of Henry V of Eng- 


land and Catherine of France laid claim to the crown, and 


the English army held possession of northern France, enjoyed 
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the sympathy of the Duke of Burgundy in the East, and other 
sections were inclined to favor the claims of the lad, who 
afterward became Henry VI of England. 

“The heir to the French crown, Charles, showed little 
inclination to fight for his rights. When the English laid 
siege to Orleans, on the Loire, the time for action had come. 
Then Jeanne d’Arc heard the voices calling her to go to the 
deliverance of her country, and persuaded her people to allow 
her to go to the king and offer her services. 

“She assumed male attire to protect herself. on the jour- 
ney. The news of her purpose inspired the army, and after 
much persuasion Charles decided to accept her leadership. 
The hope and courage she inspired gave new spirit to the 
army, and the relief of Orleans was soon accomplished. 

“The English, once driven off, and the city secure, the 
people were called to a solemn service of thanksgiving before 
the great Cathedral. All looked upon Jeanne as the real 
deliverer, and she was then, and has since been, called the 
‘Maid of Orleans.’ But she was not content until, at the 
Cathedral at Rheims, the dauphin was crowned as Charles 
VII and acclaimed as the rightful ruler of all of France. And 
the people were not satisfied until they had persuaded Jeanne 
to lead them forth to deliver all the territory yet in the hands 
of the English. 

“It is stated that she objected to this, preferring to go 
back to the pastoral experiences of her childhood, and finally 
vielded to human voices, not to the inward promptings by 
which she had hitherto been led. The third period of her 
career is one of decline and ultimate defeat. While leading 
forth the army valiantly and showing the same heroic and 
intrepid spirit, she was wounded in the attempt to take Paris, 
and was finally captured by the English and taken to Rouen, 
where she was tried for heresy and executed at the stake. 

“IT would have you note that she was tried by a carefully 
constituted ecclesiastical tribunal of the ‘Holy Inquisition,’ 
a thoroughly papal device, and that her condemnation was the 
work of the Roman Church of the time. Had she recanted 


(Continued on page 189.) 
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THE LACK OF RELIGIOUS TEACHING IN FRANCE. 
BY PROF. FIRMAN COUNORT, SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 


When French Catholics complain bitterly that religion is 
losing ground in their country, that the new generations live 
in an incredible ignorance of the Christian dogmas, that many 
grown-up boys and girls, on the eve of their first communion, 
are unable to recite even the Lord’s Prayer, they ought to realize 
that this state of things is not entirely attributable to the in- 
difference of the people. As a Catholic myself, having at- 
tended church services during my whole life and having heard 
thousands of preachers of all ranks, | can assert—and I know 
many intelligent Catholics who share my opinion—that if my 
knowledge about religion was only what I have gained from 
the French pulpit, I would, in all probability, have lost practi- 
cally all faith. 

There are several methods of preaching; but the essential 
thing in all, it seems to me, is to teach the people, or, to use 
the definition given by a Jesuit, Father Longhaye, “to say 
something to somebody.” When Mgr. de Cheverus, who, dur- 
ing the French Revolution, was the first Bishop of Boston, be- 
came Archbishop of Bordeaux, he devoted all his Sunday ser- 
mons to explaining the most elementary truths of Chris- 
tianity, and his cathedral was soon crowded with people eager 
to hear his simple explanations. One day the venerable pre- 
late said to his audience: “Brethren, I feel happy to see so 
large an audience surrounding my pulpit every Sunday. 
What do you come for? I do not use eloquent phrases; | 
merely teach you the catechism.” The lack of religious 
knowledge such as the archbishop imparted, a lack which is 
deplored now all over France, is the result of the failure of 
Roman Catholic schools in France to teach religion. If you 
make inquiry on that subject among the secular clergy, you 
will hear the whole truth. Eleven congregations of brothers 
have had charge of the “Free Schools” for which the French 
Roman Catholics have expended millions on millions of francs. 
Their principal aim was to have the Brothers teach thoroughly 
the Bible and the catechism and at the same time spread 
among the middle and working classes knowledge of the 
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sciences. Some years ago, as I was on a French steamer re- 
turning from South America. I encountered an illustration of 
the way in which these Brothers have neglected to carry out 
this aim. A young officer said to a group of passengers: “I 
have been educated in a far-famed boarding school. They are 
excellent teachers, and so liberal! Of course they are re- 
ligious, but they never spoke to us a word of the Bible. In 
four years I never heard anything about the Bible and its 
‘stupidities,’ Moses, Samson, etc.” When we consider that 
the Bible is the ark of all Christian faith, we realize how 
lightly religion is rooted in souls having caught, in Christian 
schools, such a poor idea of the Old Testament. 

This case is a typical one. Almost all the French clergy 
are so angry against the Brothers that many a priest has re- 
joiced in seeing them expelled from France. In a recent 
Roman Catholic Congress held in St. Quentin, in Northern 
France, Abbé Baton, curate of the Cathedral of Laon, said be- 
fore an audience of priests who approved of his assertion: “We 
expend immense sums of money and much labor to maintain 
our Brothers; nevertheless, their pupils are scarcely better 
than those who attend the public schools. We do not obtain 
a three per cent. return on our efforts.” A prominent Roman 
Catholic of Toulon, in the South, wrote recently: “Poor, miser- 
able Brothers! They complain of being secularized; they 
do not see that for a long while they have secularized them- 
selves!” 

Practically, the French Catholics have no other religious 
knowledge than what is served to them from the pulpit every 
Sunday at the high mass. But how few are the men who go 
to the high mass on Sundays! It is a dispiriting sight almost 
everywhere. The preaching of four priests out of five is so 
poor, so devoid of interest, so tiresome, that even for good 
Christians it is a true sacrifice to attend to their sermons. A 
preacher of the eighteenth century said on one occasion, 
‘Brethren, let us thank God, who made the rivers pass through 


our beautiful cities!” Similar mistakes are frequently made 
in the French pulpit to-day. Some years ago I heard a Jesuit 
speaking on death, who began his sermon in this way : “Where 
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is the man, brethren, who would take the railroad, if he knew 
that his journey would end by an awful shipwreck ?” 

li the present religious situation is miserable, it is not be- 
cause the French people can not be taught. There is an ex- 
cellent priest, Abbé Garnier, “the apostle of working men,” 
who, some years ago, began a campaign throughout France 
to promote the reading of the Gospel. Everywhere he went, 
even in cities dominated by the socialists and anarchists, he 
saw thousands and thqusands of attentive and respectful work- 
men surrounding his pulpit. I saw several meetings of that 
kind. But, alas! Abbé Garnier became disheartened when he 
realized the indifference and sluggishness of the clergy. 

The neglect of sound preaching has caused the disgust 


which prevails now all over France. The common people 


avoid the churches or go there on great occasions only. Igno- 
rance on religious matters is the rule. The upper classes are 
very little more enlightened. 


ITEMS OF INTEREST 

The Rev. Dr. John Kelman, Edinburgh’s most popular 
preacher, published on the eve of his departure for his new 
sphere in New York a volume containing the lectures he 
delivered at Yale University on preaching. In one of them he 
says: “I believe that congregations desire their preacher to 
take high ground and to speak with authority.” He also 
ays: “The preacher who is a mere preacher will never preach 
-o well as he would if he mingled pastorally with the lives 
of men.” 


The able and eloquent American preacher and writer, Dr. 
Harry Emerson Fosdick, in a recent sermon in the First Pres- 
byterian Church, New York, said: “When you left home this 
morning, where was it that you said you were going? Church 
service? But, this is not church service. Church service be- 
gins to-morrow morning at 7 o'clock. This is getting ready 
tor it—for church service is a fight out there amid the din and 
dust of business, a fight for a Christian world.” 
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ARE YOU A ROMAN CATHOLIC? 

The Popes, Cardinals, Archbishops, Bishops and Priests 
of the Roman Catholic Church, are under solemn oath to abide 
by the decisions of the Roman Catholic Council of Trent. 

That Council decreed: 

“That the Gospel which our Lord Jesus Christ, the Son of 
God, first preached with His own mouth, and afterwards com- 
manded to be preached by His Apostles to every creature, is 
the fountain of all saving truth and good morals.” 

In the face of this fact I, Patrick Morgan (late of the 
Capuchin Fathers), Editor of The Converted Catholic, am 
prepared to give $3,000 in all, to any Roman Catholic priest or 
layman, who can bring forth from this fountain of Saving 
Truth a single passage of Scripture that wil infallibly sub- 
stantiate the following Roman Catholic teachings: 

$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
Scripture proving that we ought to pray to the Virgin Mary. 

$190.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text ot 
Scripture to prove that the Virgin Mary was born without sin. 

$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
Scripture to prove that St. Peter had no wife. 

$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
Scripture to prove that priests ought not to marry. 

$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text 
Scripture to prove that Peter was Bishop of Rome. 

$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text 
Scripture to prove that the Pope is the Vicar of Christ or 
the successor of Peter. 

$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text 
Scripture to prove that priests can forgive sins. 

$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
Scripture to prove that the wine at the Lord’s Supper ought 
to be taken only by the priests. 

$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
Scripture to prove that there is such a thing as the Roman 
Mass. 


$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text oi 


Scripture to prove that the priests have power to change the 
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bread and wine into the body, blood, soul and divinity of 
Jesus Christ. 
$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
Scripture to prove that there are seven sacraments. 
$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
Scripture to prove that the use of images was recommended 
y Christ or His Apostles. 
$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
Scripture to prove the existence of such a place as Purgatory. 
$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
scripture to prove that there are more mediators than One. 
$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
Scripture to prove that we ought to pray to the dead or for 
the dead. 
$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
Scripture to prove that we should fast on Fridays or during 
lent. 
$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
Scripture to prove the infallibility of the Pope. 
$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
Scripture to prove that baptism “cleanses from original sin, 
makes us Christians and children of God, and heirs to the 
.ingdom of Heaven.” 
$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
scripture to prove that unbaptized children, after death, go to 
place called “Limbo,” or that there is such a place. 
$100.00 Reward ‘to arly one who will produce a text of 
Scripture to prove the baptism of bells. 
$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
Scripture to prove that a man should be persecuted and 
cursed, who conscientiously leaves the religion in which he 
was born to seek the peace of Jesus Christ. 
$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
scripture to prove that everybody should not read the Bible. 
$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
<cripture to prove that priests have any right to forbid the 
eople going to hear the pure Gospel of Christ preached. 


$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
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Scripture to prove that a man sins when he leaves a false 
religion, to seek pardon and deliverance from sin. 

$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
Scripture to prove that Christ did not believe in freedom of 
conscience and freedom of speech. 

$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text oi 
Scripture to prove that any one is justified in blindly sub- 
mitting to priests, bishops, or Pope. 

$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
Scripture to prove that the “Church” of Rome is the first 
Church or the oldest Church. 

$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
Scripture to prove that the “Church” of Rome is the Church 
of Christ. 

$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
Scripture to prove that there is salvation in any other way 
but through repentance and faith in Jesus Christ, the Lord, 
who said, “Come unto Me all ye that labor and are heavy 
laden, and I will give you rest.” (Matt. 40: 28.) 

$100.00 Reward to any one who will produce a text of 
Scripture to prove that men cannot be saved from all sin in 
this life. 

$3,000.00 Reward to any one who will produce the re- 
quired texts of Scripture. Bibles will be furnished those de- 
siring them. 

All communications should be addressed to 

PATRICK MORGAN, 
Editor and Publisher “The Converted Catholic,” 
Christ’s Mission, 331 W. 57th Street, New York City. 


HAVE WE THE WHOLE BIBLE? 


(Continued from page 168.) 
more than a century after the time when that book was writ- 
ten. In like manner the account of the death of Alexander 
(1 Macc. 1: 6, 7) is not supported by the historians who have 
recorded his last hours. 


Roman Catholics hold these apocryphal writings, as they 
seem to favor several of the distinguished errors of the Papal 
hierarchy. 





THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC 


JOAN OF ARC—THE “NEW SAINT.” 
(Continued from page 182.) 
and refused to assert that she had been led by voices that 
spoke to her heart, her life might have been saved. Her 
heresy was in the assertion that God spoke to her spirit 
directly. No priest or other agent of the Church was neces- 
sary. In this faith she went forth to her martyrdom. 

“To her glorious work as heroine and deliverer is added 
the more glorious deed as witness to the faith. 

“What follows? That she was one of the saints of God 
from the first act of self-consecration to the call of God. She 
has a ‘holy calling,’ and in that sainthood consists, according 
to the New Testament. Hence no act of the Pope by gor- 
geous ceremonial after ‘exacting and laborious routine’ can 
make her any more a saint. Her beatification came at her 
death when, we may believe, she heard the word of the 
Saviour: “To-day shalt thou be in Paradise.’ For the Pope 
to think that he can add to that beatification, or make her 
more worthy of respect and honor is to claim a power that 
is wholly beyond anything accorded to mortals, and is, in 
my estimation, an abominable blasphemy. How it can be 
accepted by any true Christian I cannot understand.” 


ARE PROTESTANTS RIGHT IN REFUSING TO CONFESS 
THEIR SINS TO A PRIEST? 


(Continued from page 179.) 
all-sufficient Saviour, the only sovereign High Priest, who can 
truthfully say: “Thy sins are forgiven” (Luke 7: 48.) 
Therefore, Protestants are fully justified in refusing to 
confess their sins to a priest. 


ROME’S ESTIMATION OF CHRISTIANITY IN PERU. 


One of the best evidences of the advance of the work of 
(sod in Peru is the activity of the Church of Rome in at- 
empting to stop its progress. 

Many signs have been given of God’s approval of the 
vork of the missionaries in Cuzco, There have recently been 
many conversions. This, as we expected, would not continue 
ng without strenuous efforts being made to counteract it. 
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As the authorities refused to support the opposition of 
the Bishop of Cuzco, the bishop issued a pastoral and cause ‘| 
it to be posted on all the church doors of the city and distric’ 
After saying that the Protestants were carrying on an active 
propaganda “with the object of spreading the false, erroneous, 
immoral doctrine of the apostate Luther,” and after warning 
them of “the dangers that the sons of lies and false reform 
had put before them, to make them fall into heresy and vice: 
to the danger of eternal perdition,” he explains what their at- 
titude should be towards God’s Word and the preaching of 
the Gospel. 

1. “We forbid the faithful, under the penalty of mortal 
sin, to go to the meetings of the Protestants and to their 
Sunday-schools; to send their children, pupils or servants; or 
to read, obtain or publish the said Bibles, periodicals. 
etc... . that -have .for their object the spread of the 
Protestant pest.”:; ‘4 

2. “We admonish, in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ, 
our beloved: faithful ones, that they reflect with true. re 
ligious interest upon the gravity of the censure thundere:! 
forth by his holiness the Pope. 

3. “We command all our sons in the Lord that if they have 
in their possession the aforesaid printed ‘matter, that the, 
bring it immediately to the clergy or to the father confessor.” 

4. “The parochial clergy will carefully explain the action 
that, in fulfilment of the sacred obligation, ought to be taken 
to stop the ‘said publications among the parishioners, giving 
them to understand the immense harm of the Protestant 


doctrine, and that they should flee from it as from the worst 
of pests.” 


These are good and encouraging signs of advancement o/ 
the work, and an unmasking of that paganized Romanism 
that has kept the Light from the people of South America 
for centuries. 


Let us praise God for such encouragement and for such a 
testimony to the success of the work, and let us ask that 
many may learn, through the means of the “Protestant Pest.’ 
their way to our Lord and Saviour, Jesus Christ. 





CHRIST’S MISSION 


Christ's Mission is in the most central and accessible part of 
New York City. 


It is situated close to Columbus Circle, at the entrance to Central 
Park, where Eighth Avenue and Broadway meet, with a subway 
station and three street-car lines, and a crosstown line, and the Sixth 
and Ninth Avenues elevated station at 59th Street. 


With the subways to all parts of New York, Brooklyn, Jersey 
City and Hoboken, Christ’s Mission can be most easily and quickly 
reached, 


THE CHAPEL. 


At the services in_Christ’s Mission the people are told that the 
Lord Jesus Christ offers a present, free and full salvation. The con- 
tributions to meet the expenses of the work are entirely voluntary. 
All seats are free. Hence the necessity of appealing to all the 
Christian friends of the work for their co-operation. All are cor- 
dially invited to attend the services in the commodious chapel of 
the Mission. 


Sundays at 3.30 P. M. 





Books Worth Reading 


ROMANISM, A MENACE TO THE NATION. By Father 
Crowley. $1.50. 


THE DECAY OF THE CHURCH OF ROME. $2.50. 


THE STRUGGLE FOR CHRISTIAN TRUTH IN ITALY. 
By Giovanni Luzzi, D.D. $1.50. 


ROMAN CATHOLICISM ANALYZED. By-J. A. Phil'ips. $1.75. 
“a I BELIEVE THE BIBLE. By David James Burrell. 
1.35. 


SPAIN FROM WITHIN. By Raphael Shaw. $2.50. 


THE ESCAPED NUN. By Margaret Mary Moult (Dame 
Maurus). 300 pages. 75 cents, 


THE DOUBLE DOCTRINE OF THE CHURCH OF ROME. 
By the Baroness von Zedtwitz (Miss Caldwell). 50 cents. 
PAPAL MERCHANDISE. By Ernest Phillips. $1.00. 


FATHER CHINIQUY’S GREAT WORK: Fifty Years in the 
Church of Rome. $3.00. 


THE PRIEST, THE WOMAN AND THE CONFESSIONAL. 
By Father Chiniquy. $1.35. 


ROMAN CATHOLICISM CAPITULATING BEFORE 
PROTESTANTISM. By Rev. Juan Ortz Gonzales, a former 
Monk. $1.25, postpaid. 


THE WALDENSES. 75 cents. 


THE ASSASSINATION OF LINCOLN. By T. M. Harris, 
Brigadier-General, U. S. Army. $1.75. 


THE PRIMITIVE CHURCH AND THE PRIMACY OF 
ROME. By Rev. Dr. Giorgio Bartoli, the former Jesuit. $1.50. 


PAUL ERRINGTON AND THE SCARLET PRINCE. By 
John McDowell Leavitt, D.D., LL.D. 75 cents. 


ae Its Story, People and Religion. By Geraldine Guinness. 

50, 

THE FOOTPRINTS OF THE JESUITS. By Hon. R. W. 
Thompson. $2.00. 

= ARRESTED REFORMATION. By Rev. William Muir. 
2.00. 


THE TRUTH ABOUT SPAIN. By G. H. Ward. $2.25. 


THE DECAY OF THE CHURCH OF ROME, By Joseph 
McCabe. $2.50. 


LETTERS TO POPE PIUS X. By a “Modernist.” $1.75. 


These Books are For Sale at the Office of “The Converted 
Catholic.” 





